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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Examiner acknowledges receipt of arguments/remarks received on 12/11/06. 
The arguments set for the in the response are addressed herein below. Claims 29-54 
remain pending, rio Claims have been amended, and Claims 1-28 have been canceled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 29-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Hughs-Baird et al (US 6,981,635) in view of Bennett (US 6,251,013). 

Claims 29, 31-35, 41-43, & 46-49: Hughs-Baird discloses a gaming slot machine where 

a player initiates spinning video reels, by placing a wager. If the reels display at least 

two symbols on the same horizontal row, the game displays interaction between the 

symbols and a payout is awarded to the player. As such, the game allows the player to 

select one or more of the interacting symbols via a touch screen (Col. 1:63-Col. 2:8; 

Col. 5:55-65). Referring to Figs. 5a-d, a player selects interacting symbol (80), and as a 

result the two symbols to the left of (80) transforms and an award is displayed in Fig. 5d 

(Col. 7:55-65). Also, the gaming device comprises of a display device, a wager acceptor 

device, a user input device (touch screen), and a processor and memory device for 

controlling all gaming functions of the gaming device including symbol interactions (Col. 
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4:14:62, Col. 5:10-15). Hughs-Baird teaches all of the above limitations, but excludes a 
payout based on the transformed symbol and at least one other symbol other than the 
interacting symbol and the transformed symbol. Bennett discloses a slot machine game 
where a sprite (interactive symbol) swaps symbols (transforms the symbols) and if any 
winning combinations occur a payout is paid to the player (Col. 5:25-33). The winning 
combinations include the transformed symbol and at least one other symbol other than 
the interactive symbol and transformed symbol (Figs. 6a-c - Note: the swap symbols 
are on different pay-lines). Hughs-Baird discloses that gaming devices with a variety of 
symbols are well known (Col. 1:44-45). Hughs-Baird also discloses that providing a 
gaming device with a gaming scheme which provides award for obtaining symbols that 
interact is exciting, pleasurable, and enjoyable to players, considering that one spin or 
one touch can bring instant failure or success (Col. 7:30-35). Bennett discloses that 
gaming manufacturers are keen to devise games that are popular to improve sales. 
Bennett further discloses that providing complexity in numbering and combinations of 
indicia that could result in a win would convince a player that there is greater chance of 
winning and keeps their interest in the game (Col. 1:37-40; Col. 1:47-52). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention to modify the interactive 
symbol gaming device, as taught by Hughs-Baird, with a payout based on all symbols 
(transformed and non-interacting/transformed symbols) on a particular pay-line, as 
taught by Bennett, to increase a player's interest and excitement and as a result sales 
will increase. 
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Claims 30 & 44: Hughs-Baird discloses displaying at least one interactive symbol 
arranged in at least one of the plurality of reels (Figs. 5a-d). 
Claims 31 & 45: Bennett discloses displaying at least one interactive symbol not 
arranged in the plurality of reels (Figs. 6a-c). 

Claims 36 & 50: Hughs-Baird discloses the gaming device has a program that 
automatically begins a secondary or bonus round when a player has achieved a 
qualifying condition or triggering event in the primary game (Col. 5:10-15). 
Claims 37 & 51: It is notoriously well known in the art to have triggering events to a 
feature game that comprise of amount of wager, maximum wager, etc. 
Claims 38-39 & 52-53: Hughs-Baird discloses that upon player selection of symbol (80) 
symbols (78), (82), and (80) interact/transform with each other. As a result, player is 
awarded a prize (Col. 7:55-65; Figs. 5a-d). 

Claim 40: Bennett discloses that during play of the main game if a winning combination 
is formed the machine pays a prize. Upon a triggering event (random combination, 
which does not exclude the random winning combination as a trigger combination) a 
sprite transforms or swaps one or more symbols and any combinations formed with the 
symbols pays a prize according to the scorecard rules/paytable (Col. 3:56-60) of the 
main part of the game (Col. 1 :60-65, Col. 2:7-1 0, Col. 5:25-33). Bennett discloses that 
the gaming invention can be applied to traditional poker style machines or draw poker 
machines (Col. 2:55-61). Figs. 6a-c discloses the game scenario invoking the 
interactive symbol. Originally the top row comprised of "four of a kind" combination (well 
known in the art), but after transformation the Jack became a King forming a "Five of a 
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kind". As such, a four of a kind result is a first winning combination and the five of a 
kind is a second winning combination. Accordingly poker pay tables are well known in 
the art to produce different payouts for different combinations. 
Claim 54: Hughs-Baird discloses that the controller (processor and memory) includes 
program code for controlling the gaming device so that it plays a particular game in 
accordance with applicable game scheme and any applicable pay tables (includes pay 
award based on interacting and transforming symbols) (Col. 4:30-33). 

Response to Arguments 
Applicants arguments filed 12/1 1/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988), and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). 

In this case, Hughs-Baird discloses that gaming devices with a variety of symbols 
are well known (Col. 1:44-45). Hughs-Baird discloses that providing a gaming device 
with a gaming scheme which provides awards for obtaining symbols that interact is 
exciting, pleasurable, and enjoyable to players, considering that one spin or one touch 
can bring instant failure or success (Col. 7:30-35). Bennett discloses that gaming 
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manufacturers are keen to devise games that are popular to improve sales. Bennett 
further discloses that providing complexity in numbering and combinations of indicia that 
could result in a win would convince a player that there is greater chance of winning and 
keeps their interest in the game (Col. 1:37-40; Col. 1:47-52). Both references are drawn 
toward interacting symbols and transformed symbols. Hughs-Baird and Bennett show 
that complexity in winning combinations appeal to the player or increase player interest. 
It is well known in the art that the more interested a player is or the more 
chances/possibilities a player has to win a payout the more likely a player will play a 
gaming machine. As a result, the game provider's revenue increases. The concept to 
be taken from Bennett is a payout based on the transformed symbol and at least one 
other symbol other than the interacting symbol and the transformed symbol. To modify 
Hughs-Baird with such a payout opportunity would be well within the realm of one of 
ordinary skill at the time of the invention. Such a modification would provide the above 
advantages as disclosed by both references. Thus, motivation to combine is met. 
In regards to Claim 40, please see above. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

The US Patent of Rothschild (6,786,818), Baerlocher (6,561,900), Rose 
(6,589,114), Kaminkow (6,731,313), the US PreGrant Pub.'s of Rogers 
(2003/0064802), and Visocnik (2004/0048646) all teach similar structured gaming 
devices with interactive symbols. The US PreGrant Publication of Gauselmann 
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(2004/0092299) discloses player selectable payouts. The US Patent of Acres 
(6,319,125) teaches triggering events based on wager related data. 

This is a continuation of applicants earlier Application No. 09/971993 (08/09/06). 
All claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the earlier application and could 
have been finally rejected on the grounds and art of record in the next Office action if 
they had been entered in the earlier application. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE 
FINAL even though it is a first action in this case. See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no, however, event will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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